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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Acknowledgment is made for tine applicant's response and amendment filed on 
12/02/2008. 

Remarks 

2. Claims 1-8, 10, 13-20, 22 and 25-26 have been canceled from the instant 
application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 9, 21 , and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Abe et al. Pub. No (US. 2002/0069408 A1 ) in view of Jeyachandran et al. Patent 
No. (US 6,567,176 B1). 

As per claim 9 Abe teaches an information processing apparatus comprising: 

a data reception unit (355); 

a rule decision processing unit (22) configured to determine whether data 

processing (44) based on a data processing request (8470,413) received via the data 
reception unit (355) is to be executed (a rule decision processing unit as to whether the 
entry should be processed according to the output table in FIG. 15 [0172] [0205] 
FIG.19); and 
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a data processing unit (44) configured to execute data processing based on the 
determination of the rule decision processing unit (22) (a data processing unit 
configured to process information [0274] [0316] [0258] FIG.25), wherein 

the rule decision processing unit (22) is configured to execute determination 
processing for determining whether or not the processing according to the processing 
request is (determine processing information in according with the request [00701) 
to be executed based on a rule deciding condition (22) descriptor (the decision 
processing unit determines whether or not the commercial messages should be 
processed [0172] [0206] FIG. 19), and the rule deciding condition descriptor (information 
descriptors [0367] [0387] [0389]) is determined based on a probability (103) value 
(processing information based on a commercial messages probability value extracted 
form database [0247] [0258] FIG.23; determining whether on not the recuest is to be 
executed; i.e. not always processing/outputting the information [0083]) 

Abe fails to teach the specifics on how the processing requests are handled in 
each unit and how processing information determined by the rule decision unit from the 
data processing unit to the data reception unit is executed in servers or computer units. 

However, Jeyachandran teaches an information processing apparatus that is one 
of a plurality of apparatuses that communicate with each other, one apparatus 
outputting information in response to the receipt of an instruction from another 
apparatus, or based on a request that is requesting a required process from another 
apparatus, the method includes an optimum planning unit 206 makes an optimal plan 
for the execution of a jobs. A job execution determination unit 207 determines whether 
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a job should be executed, or when the job is to be executed that is based on the 
request inputted from other units, and determines whether another apparatus will 
execute the job. When another apparatus executes the job, another apparatus 
instruction unit 208 sends an a request with instruction to the other apparatus for the 
job execution. When the job is executed, an execution notification unit 210 notifies a 
user that the execution instruction has been issued to another apparatus based on 
their request. (Col.2, line 35-67 ; Col. 15, Line 5-53; FIG.4) for example, consider, FIG. 
12, at step SI 20 a check is performed to determine whether or not a job constitutes 
necessary information for a user based on their request. If this is true, the processes 
at step SI 22 and the following steps are performed. If not, at step SI 27 the job is 
canceled. At step SI 22, information concerning the advance notice that corresponds 
to the job type and conditions in FIG. 13 is referred to, or the contents described on a 
cover sheet are analyzed to determine whether or not a notice for the process to be 
executed and the contents of the process should be issued to a user prior to the 
performance of the instructed job (i.e. not always processing the request) When 
advance notice is not required, program control moves to step SI 26. When advance 
notice is issued, program control moves to step SI 24, whereat a user is notified of the 
process to be performed and its contents. At step SI 25, the permission for the 
performance is received from a user, if necessary. At step SI 26 the job is performed. 
(Col. 18, line 64; FIG. 12) in order to efficiently process information requests and reduce 
the load placed on a user when performing an operation to implement the objective of 
processing information (Col. 15, Line 5-53; Col. 18, line 64) 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Abe by the teaching of Jeyachandran to 
process requests based on their instructions and determine if each unit should process 
the information or redirect the processing request to other unit in order to efficiently 
process information requests and reduce the load placed on a user when performing 
an operation to implement the objective of processing information (Col. 15, Line 5-53; 
Col. 18, line 64) 

As per claim 21 Abe teaches a data processing method for analyzing a data 
processing request received via a data reception unit, and for determining whether the 
data processing request is to be executed, comprising: 

a rule decision processing step (22) for determining whether data processing (44) 
based on the data processing request (S470) is to be executed (a rule decision 
processing unit as to whether the entry should be processed according to the output 
table in FIG.15 [0172] [0205] FIG.19); and 

a data processing (44) step for executing data processing based on the 
determination of the rule decision processing step (a data processing unit configured to 
process information [0274] [0316] [0258] FIG. 25), wherein 

The rule decision processing step determines whether or not the processing 
according to the processing request is to be executed based on a rule deciding 
condition descriptor (the decision processing unit determines whether or not the 
commercial messages should be processed [0172] [0206] FIG.19), and the rule 
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deciding condition descriptor is determined based on a probability value (processing 
information based on a commercial messages probability value extracted form database 
[0247] [0258] FIG.23). 

Abe fails to teach the specifics on how the processing requests are handled in 
each unit and how processing information determined by the rule decision unit from the 
data processing unit to the data reception unit is executed in servers or computer units. 

However, Jeyachandran teaches an information processing apparatus that is one 
of a plurality of apparatuses that communicate with each other, one apparatus 
outputting information in response to the receipt of an instruction from another 
apparatus, or based on a request that is requesting a required process from another 
apparatus, the method includes an optimum planning unit 206 makes an optimal plan 
for the execution of a jobs. A job execution determination unit 207 determines whether 
a job should be executed, or when the job is to be executed that is based on the 
request inputted from other units, and determines whether another apparatus will 
execute the job. When another apparatus executes the job, another apparatus 
instruction unit 208 sends an a request with instruction to the other apparatus for the 
job execution. When the job is executed, an execution notification unit 210 notifies a 
user that the execution instruction has been issued to another apparatus based on 
their request. (Col.2, line 35-67 ; Col. 15, Line 5-53; FIG.4) for example, consider, FIG. 
12, at step SI 20 a check is performed to determine whether or not a job constitutes 
necessary information for a user based on their request. If this is true, the processes 
at step SI 22 and the following steps are performed. If not, at step SI 27 the job is 
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canceled. At step S122, information concerning the advance notice that corresponds 
to the job type and conditions in FIG. 13 is referred to, or the contents described on a 
cover sheet are analyzed to determine whether or not a notice for the process to be 
executed and the contents of the process should be issued to a user prior to the 
performance of the instructed job (i.e. not always processing the request) When 
advance notice Is not required, program control moves to step SI 26. When advance 
notice is issued, program control moves to step SI 24, whereat a user is notified of the 
process to be performed and its contents. At step SI 25, the permission for the 
performance Is received from a user, if necessary. At step S126 the job Is performed. 
(Col. 18, line 64; FIG. 12) in order to efficiently process information requests and reduce 
the load placed on a user when performing an operation to implement the objective of 
processing information (Col. 15, Line 5-53; Col. 18, line 64) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled In the art at the 
time the Invention was made to have modified Abe by the teaching of Jeyachandran to 
process requests based on their instructions and determine if each unit should process 
the information or redirect the processing request to other unit in order to efficiently 
process Information requests and reduce the load placed on a user when performing 
an operation to Implement the objective of processing information (Col. 15, Line 5-53; 
Col. 18, line 64) 

As per claim 27 Abe teaches A computer-readable storage medium including a 
computer program for analyzing a data processing request received via a data reception 
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unit, and for determining wlietlier tine data processing request is to be executed, wlien 
executed by a processor, causes the process to perform a method comprising: 

a rule decision processing (22) step for determining whether the data processing 
(44) based on the data processing request (S470) is to be executed; and 

a data processing (44) step for executing the data processing based on the 
determination of the rule decision processing step (a rule decision processing unit as to 
whether the entry should be processed according to the output table in FIG. 15 [0172] 
[0205] FIG.19), wherein 

The rule decision processing step determines whether or not the processing 
according to the processing request is to be executed based on a rule deciding 
condition descriptor (the decision processing unit determines whether or not the 
commercial messages should be processed [0172] [0206] FIG.19), and the rule 
deciding condition descriptor is determined based on a probability value (information 
descriptors [0367] [0387] [0389]) is determined based on a probability (103) value 
(processing information based on a commercial messages probability value extracted 
form database [0247] [0258] FIG.23). 

Abe fails to teach the specifics on how the processing requests are handled in 
each unit and how processing information determined by the rule decision unit from the 
data processing unit to the data reception unit is executed in servers or computer units. 

However, Jeyachandran teaches an information processing apparatus that is one 
of a plurality of apparatuses that communicate with each other, one apparatus 
outputting information in response to the receipt of an instruction from another 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/501 ,082 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2446 

apparatus, or based on a request that is requesting a required process from anotlier 
apparatus, tlie method includes an optimum planning unit 206 makes an optimal plan 
for the execution of a jobs. A job execution determination unit 207 determines whether 
a job should be executed, or when the job is to be executed that is based on the 
request inputted from other units, and determines whether another apparatus will 
execute the job. When another apparatus executes the job, another apparatus 
instruction unit 208 sends an a request with instruction to the other apparatus for the 
job execution. When the job is executed, an execution notification unit 210 notifies a 
user that the execution instruction has been issued to another apparatus based on 
their request. (Col.2, line 35-67 ; Col. 15, Line 5-53; FIG.4) for example, consider, FIG. 
12, at step SI 20 a check is performed to determine whether or not a job constitutes 
necessary information for a user based on their request. If this is true, the processes 
at step SI 22 and the following steps are performed. If not, at step SI 27 the job is 
canceled. At step SI 22, information concerning the advance notice that corresponds 
to the job type and conditions in FIG. 13 is referred to, or the contents described on a 
cover sheet are analyzed to determine whether or not a notice for the process to be 
executed and the contents of the process should be issued to a user prior to the 
performance of the instructed job (i.e. not always processing the request) When 
advance notice is not required, program control moves to step S126. When advance 
notice is issued, program control moves to step SI 24, whereat a user is notified of the 
process to be performed and its contents. At step SI 25, the permission for the 
performance is received from a user, if necessary. At step SI 26 the job is performed. 
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(Col. 18, line 64; FIG. 12) In order to efficiently process information requests and reduce 
the load placed on a user when performing an operation to implement the objective of 
processing information (Col. 15, Line 5-53; Col. 18, line 64) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified Abe by the teaching of Jeyachandran 
to process requests based on their instructions and determine if each unit should 
process the information or redirect the processing request to other unit in order to 
efficiently process information requests and reduce the load placed on a user when 
performing an operation to implement the objective of processing information (Col. 15, 
Line 5-53; Col. 18, line 64) 

4. Claims 11-12 and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abe et al. Pub. No (US. 2002/0069408 A1 ) in view of Freed et al. 
Patent No. (US 7,073,055 B1 ) further in view of Jeyachandran et al. Patent No. (US 
6,567,176 B1). 

As per claim 11 the modified Abe teaches the information processing apparatus 
according to claim 9, wherein: 

said rule deciding condition (22) descriptor (information descriptors [0367] [0387] 
[0389]) is included in a data processing (44) request (S470, 413); and 
said rule decision processing unit (22) is configured to generate a random number 
(206) (information transmission reception system comprising transmission means for 
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generating and sending out a transmission signal [0008][0017] FIG.26), and to execute 
determining processing for determining whether or not the processing according to a 
processing request is to be executed based on a comparison (204) between the 
generated random number (206) and said rule deciding condition (22) descriptor 
(information descriptors [0367] [0387] [0389]) 

The modified Abe fails to teach the specifics on generating a random number for 
the rule decision processing unit to determine the data destination. 

However, Freed teaches a random number chosen used to associate messages 
and responses between a client and a server (Table-1 FIG.1 Col.4, line 10) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the modified Abe by the teaching of 
Freed, because one would have to implement a rule decision condition (i.e. judgment 
unit, router or any processor that distinguish data destinations), a reception and/or 
transmission units in communications with computer networks/servers to process 
information. The rule decision condition unit would have to generate a number to 
associate messages to be forwarded to the intended recipient 

As per claim 12 the modified Abe teaches the information processing apparatus 
according to claim 9, wherein: 

said rule deciding condition (22) descriptor (information descriptors [0367] [0387] 
[0389]) is included in a data processing (44) request (413); and 
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said rule decision processing unit (22) is configured to perform liasli value 
calculation (20) processing based on the data processing request (S470,413) storing 
data (103,11), and to execute determining processing (44)for determining whether or 
not the processing according to a processing request is to be executed based on a 
comparison between a calculated hash value and a setting value set in its own 
apparatus in advance (comparing pre-set signal with generated signal [0008] [0013] 
FIG.33) 

The modified Abe fails to teach the specifics on performing hash value 
calculation processing. 

However, Freed teaches the processing method uses hash functions for creating 
and verifying a digital signature (Col. 14, line 61; Col.20, Line 55 FIG.1) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the modified Abe by the teaching of 
Freed, because one would have to implement a rule decision condition (i.e. judgment 
unit, router or any processor that distinguish data destinations), a reception and/or 
transmission units in communications with computer networks/servers to process 
information. The rule decision condition unit would have to perform a hash function 
value calculation to determine the execution of data based on the hash result. 

As per claim 23 the modified Abe teaches the data processing method according 
to claim 21, wherein: 
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said rule deciding condition descriptor is included in the data processing request 
(information transmission reception system comprising transmission means for 
generating and sending out a transmission signal [0008] [0017] FIG.26); and 
said rule decision processing step generates a random number and determines 
whether or not the processing according to the processing request is to be executed 
based on a comparison between the generated random number and the said rule 
deciding condition descriptor (information descriptors [0367] [0387] [0389]) 

The modified Abe fails to teach the specifics on generating a random number for 
the rule decision processing unit to determine the data destination. 

However, Freed teaches a random number chosen used to associate messages 
and responses between a client and a server (Table-1 FIG.1 Col.4, line 10) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the modified Abe by the teaching of 
Freed, because one would have to implement a rule decision condition (i.e. judgment 
unit, router or any processor that distinguish data destinations), a reception and/or 
transmission units in communications with computer networks/servers to process 
information. The rule decision condition unit would have to generate a number to 
associate messages to be forwarded to the intended recipient 

As per claim 24 the modified Abe teaches the data processing method according 
to claim 21, wherein: 
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said rule deciding condition (22) descriptor information descriptors [0367] [0387] 
[0389]) is included in the data processing request (413); and 
said rule decision processing step executes hash value calculation processing (44) 
based on the data processing request storing data, and determines whether or not 
processing according to the processing request is to be executed based on a 
comparison between a calculated hash value and a setting value set in its own 
apparatus in advance (comparing pre-set signal with generated signal [0008] [0013] 
FIG.33) 

The modified Abe fails to teach the specifics on performing hash value 
calculation processing. 

However, Freed teaches the processing method uses hash functions for creating 
and verifying a digital signature (Col. 14, line 61; Col.20, Line 55 FIG.1) 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified the modified Abe by the teaching of 
Freed, because one would have to implement a rule decision condition (i.e. judgment 
unit, router or any processor that distinguish data destinations), a reception and/or 
transmission units in communications with computer networks/servers to process 
information. The rule decision condition unit would have to perform a hash function 
value calculation to determine the execution of data based on the hash result. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to the above treated claim(s) have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated tine new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

When responding to this office action. Applicant is advised to clearly point out the 
patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present, in view of the state of the 
art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. He or she must also show 
how the amendments avoid such references or objections See 37 CFR 1.111 (c). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Abdelnabi O. Musa whose telephone number is 571- 
2701901 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday Thru Friday: 7:30am to 
5:00pm (EST). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/501 ,082 Page 1 6 

Art Unit: 2446 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Pwu can be reached on 571-2726798. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/A. O. M./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2446 
/Jeffrey Pwu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2446 



